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DETAILED ACTION 

The examiner acknowledges the receipt and entry of the applicant's amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claim 21 and 23-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The claimed invention is directed to a program listing 
not stored on computer readable medium; thus it is descriptive material, per se. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 1,3-11, 13-21 and 23-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Sakamoto, U.S. Patent No. 6,480,192. Referring to claim 1, Sakamoto discloses a game 

apparatus (col. 4, line 45) comprising an image generation section (col. 12, line 35) viewed from 

a virtual camera (col. 17, line 3); a section for blurring a predetermined object (col. 2, lines 2-13) 

according to a distance from a predetermined position to generate another blurred object (col. 2, 

lines 2-13) where the predetermined object comprises a target having at least one surface (col. 
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13, line 17) and a foundation for expressing a foundation of the object according to a background 
of the object (col. 2, line 14, where the foundation and the background are interpreted to be the 
same); and an execution section for displaying the space image including the blurred section on a 
display screen (col. 5, lines 44-50). Sakamoto does not disclose wherein the blurring section 
blurs an image of the objective target to bring an image of the objective foundation into view. At 
the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art to have the blurring section blur an image of the objective target to bring an image of the 
objective foundation into view. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do 
this in order to impart a sense of perspective to the user (see Sakamoto, col. 1, line 20). That is, 
by blurring the target, the background comes into focus. 

Referring to claim 3, Sakamoto discloses where the object is blurred according to a 
progression of the predetermined game (col. 2, lines 29-39 — i.e. when the cars move into view). 

Referring to claim 4, Sakamoto discloses where the predetermined object is a location of 
the virtual camera (col. 2, lines 2-14). 

Referring to claim 5, Sakamoto discloses where the blurring section blurs the object 
according to a sight line angle of the virtual camera (col. 10, lines 62-67). 

Referring to claim 6, Sakamoto discloses a setting section for setting a fixation point as 
the predetermined object (col. 2, lines 29-30). 

Referring to claim 7, Sakamoto discloses where the game is a racing game and the 
blurring section blurs an image on the racing course (Figure 15). 

Referring to claim 8, Sakamoto discloses where the blurring section blurs the image of an 
object processed by anti-aliasing, mip mapping or level of detail (col. 3, lines 23-32). 
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Referring to claim 9, Sakamoto discloses where the blurring section carries out an image 
composition processing of the object as a transparency of the object is changed (col. 2, lines 26- 
28). 

Referring to claim 10, Sakamoto discloses a game apparatus (col. 4, line 45) comprising 
an image generation section (col. 12, line 35) viewed from a virtual camera (col. 1 7, line 3); a 
section for blurring an object (col 2, lines 2-13) according to a distance from a predetermined 
position to generate another blurred object (col. 2, lines 2-13) and where the predetermined 
object comprises a first object, which is the foundation and a second object, which is the surface 
layer (col. 2, lines 40-63) and an execution section for displaying the space image including the 
blurred section on a display screen (col. 5, lines 44-50). The limitation "the blurring section 
blurs the second object to bring the first object into view," is not patentable in that it is merely an 
inherent byproduct of the invention. That is, by blurring one object, another comes into focus. 

Referring to claims 1 1 and 13-20, Sakamoto discloses a storage medium (col. 1, lines 40- 
41). The remarks presented above with regard to claims 1 and 3-10 apply equally to claims 1 1 
and 13-20, respectively. 

Referring to claims 21 and 23-30, Sakamoto discloses a computer program (col. 1, line 
57). The remarks presented above with regard to claims 1 and 3-10 apply equally to claims 21 
and 23-30, respectively. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed March 5, 2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The applicant states on page 11, paragraph 2 of the Amendment that it is unclear 
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which is the predetermined object of claim 1. The predetermined object is the "three- 
dimensional object" mentioned in col. 2, line 12 of Sakamoto. In paragraphs 3 and 4, the 
applicant questions which is the objective target and foundation. The objective target is the 
afore-mentioned predetermined object and the objective foundation is the background mentioned 
in col. 2, line 13. Claim 1 states this: "an objective foundation that expresses a foundation of the 
target according to a background of the predetermined object." In the first paragraph of page 12, 
the applicant argues it is unclear "how a background or foundation is 'an object which is overlaid 
on a surface.'" The applicant has misinterpreted the examiner's statement in the Advisory 
Action. The point is a background is a foundation, which has been clearly pointed out in the 
claim 1 rejection. Moreover, the specification seems to point out at least one embodiment where 
the foundation referred to in claim 1 is the same thing as the background: "The foundation is 
expressed so as to have the same form as the form of the target, and so as to be at one with the 
background of the predetermined object..." (page 7, third paragraph of specification). The 
metaphor is an object overlaid on a foundation or background, as in a house built over a concrete 
foundation. In the second paragraph of page 12, the applicant argues that the examiner in the 
previous action did not address the following limitation: "the blurring section blurs an image of 
the objective target to bring an image of the objective foundation into view." The examiner 
agrees that this was not dealt with in the previous actions and has specifically addressed the 
limitation in the claim 1 rejection above. The applicant's finally asserts in the third paragraph of 
page 12 that "this reference to the Non-final Office Acton by the Advisory Action is inapposite." 
The examiner is unclear exactly what point the applicant is trying to make, but since it does not 



Application/Control Number: 10/774,401 



Page 6 



Art Unit: 2671 

appear to be directed to the issue at hand— the patentability of the above claims — it will not be 
addressed. 



examiner should be directed to Adam Arnold wljpse telephone number is 703 305 8413. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:30 A.M. to 4:30 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark Zimmerman, can be reached on 703 305 9798. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-2 17-9197 (toll-free). v 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
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